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though I should like to see the company abolished—because that
is a screen between the English nation and a full sight of its
awful responsibilities—yet I do not believe in the possibility of
the Crown governing India under the control of Parliament. If the
House of Commons were to renounce all responsibility for
domestic legislation, and give itself exclusively to the task of
governing one hundred millions of Asiatics, it would fail. Hindo-
stan must be ruled by those who live on that side of the globe.
Its people will prefer to be ruled badly—according to our notions
—by its own colour, kith and kin, than to submit to the
humiliation of being better governed by a succession of transient
intruders from the Antipodes.
At the same period, writing to Bright, he says:
It will be a happy day when England has not an acre of terri-
tory in Continental Asia. But how such a state of things is to be
brought about is more than I can tell I bless my stars that I am
not in a position to be obliged to give public utterance to my
views on the all-absorbing topic of the day, for I could not do
justice to my own convictions and possess the confidence of
any constituency in the kingdom. For where do we find even an
individual who is not imbued with the notion that England
would sink to ruin if she were deprived of her Indian Empire?
Leave me, then, to my pigs and sheep, which are not labouring
under any such delusions.
He was not at this time in Parliament, and was not obliged
to give public expression to his views on India, but he felt him-
self even more isolated than during the Crimean War. He found
that the manufacturers of Lancashire and Yorkshire regarded
India as a market to be preserved for them by British bayonets,
and he complained that they did not understand free trade
principles. It does not seem to have occurred to him that
India, left to itself, might develop a cotton industry by the help
of a tariff, and no longer have need of imports from Manchester.
The reasons for not attempting to govern India by force are, to
my mind, perfectly valid, but I do not think that, at that time,
they could have been reconciled with the pecuniary self-interest
of the British textile industry. Free trade was, for Cobden, much
more than a measure of fiscal common sense; it was part of a
deep moral conviction. He believed firmly that honesty was the

